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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Application filed on 1 0/1/03. 

2. Claims 1 - 23 are pending in the case. Claims 1 , 8, 15, and 18 are independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1 - 23 have no practical application of 
judicial exception as claimed because there is no physical transformation and no 
production of a concrete, useful and tangible result. 

a. The result of the claimed invention remains in the abstract and is not 
made available to the user; thus it Is not tangible. 

b. The claims appear to be in the preliminary stages and fall short of the 
disclosed practical utility. In other words, the claims fail to fulfill and/or reflect the 
specific, substantial, and credible utility sought by the disclosed invention, and 
thus do not produce a useful result. 

9. Consequently, the claims are nonstatutory. The claims simply recite generating 
and selecting data and/or information with no concrete, useful, tangible result. 

10. Further, to expedite a complete examination of the instant application the claims 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 (nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth 
below in anticipation of applicant amending these claims to make them statutory. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a . patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Parasnis et al. (US 20010044809 A1). 

7. Regarding independent claim 1 , Parasnis et al. teach that an exemplary 
system for implementing the present invention includes a conventional PC 20, including 
a system bus 23 that couples various system components to processing unit 21 . 
System bus 23 may be a memory controller using any of a variety of bus architectures. 
Hard disk drive 27, magnetic disk drive 28, and optical disk drive 30 are connected to 
system bus 23. The drives and their associated computer-readable media provide 
nonvolatile storage of computer readable instructions, data structures, program 
modules, and other data for PC 20 (paragraph block 0022), which meet the limitation of 
a controller generator that is adapted to provide an application with a controller 
that receives requests for data from users and responds to the requests by 
obtaining requested data. 

Parasnis etal. teach that when the markup language documents are rendered by 
the browser, display pages are produced containing localized objects that convey 
content in the language selected by the user (0008), which meet the limitation of a page 
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localization generator that is adapted to select a localized page based on at least 
one locale parameter. 

8. Regarding dependent claim 2, Parasnis et al. teach that the lobby pages of 
FIGS. 2 and 3 are rendered in response to the user selecting English and German for 
the Ul language, respectively (paragraph block 0036), which meet the limitation of the 
locale parameter comprises a language identifier. 

9. Regarding dependent claim 3, Parasnis et al. teach that English lobby page 
100 can be rendered in one of several different languages. Suppose that a German 
company would like to perform a presentation broadcast. Accordingly, the labels and 
other information on the lobby page should be rendered in the German language. A 
German lobby page 100' corresponding to English lobby page 100 is shown in FIG. 3 
and includes objects that have been rendered in German (paragraph block 0035), which 
meet the limitation of the locale parameter comprises a country identifier. 

10. Regarding dependent claims 4 and 5, Parasnis et al. teach that many of 
today's software application programs are distributed in different versions that support 
various different languages. For example, Microsoft Corporation's word processing 
application program is used throughout the, world, and is distributed in versions that 
support one of a myriad of different languages as well as various dialects (paragraph 
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block 0002), which meet the limitation of the locale parameter comprises a locale 
variant and the locale variant comprises a language dialect identifier. 

1 1 . Regarding dependent claim 6, Parasnis et al. teach that as discussed above, 
many application programs are published in different language versions. 
POWERPOINT 2000™ also provides support for different languages, but does so by 
using the present invention. The present invention enables an HTML-based Ul to 
support a plurality of different languages using just a single set of HTML documents 
(one for each page required) (paragraph block 0034), which meet the limitation of the 
page localization generator comprises an action mapping correlating each 
localized page of a plurality of different locale-versions of a page to the at least 
one locale parameter associated with each localized page. 

12. Regarding dependent claim 7, Parasnis et al. teach that an HTML document is 
created so as to include a plurality of placeholder values corresponding to text, graphic, 
and/or media objects that are to be rendered in a specified language when the HTML 
document is displayed by a browser, to produce the Ul page (paragraph block 0036), 
which meet the limitation of a model and a view separate from one another and 
separate from the controller, wherein the model is adapted to provide an 
application state for the application and the view is adapted to provide a view 
presentation for the application. It should be noted that the HTML page with 
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placeholders is equivalent to the claimed model and the rendered Ul page is equivalent 
to the claimed view. 

13. Regarding independent claims 8, 15, 18, and 19, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claim 1, and are rejected along the same 
rationale. 

14. Regarding dependent claims 9-11, 16, and 20, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject niatter as claim 6, and are rejected along the same 
rationale. 

15. Regarding dependent claim 12, Parasnis et al. teach that in particular, lines 60- 
61 of l_status.htm reference an UPDATE_MESG placeholder value that is replaced as 
defined in a line 23 of global.js (English). In a similar manner with respect to German 
lobby page 100' (see FIG. 6), the UPDATE_MESG placeholder value in 1_status.htm is 
replaced as defined in a line 23 of global.js (German) (paragraph block 0047), which 
meet the limitation of providing the page localization manager comprises providing 
a filename format having a basename and at least one locale-identifying 
extension to the basename. 

16. Regarding dependent claim 13, Parasnis et al. teach that the global.js 
reference file comprises a plurality of name-value pairs that link objects referenced in 



Application/Control Number: 10/677,002 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2176 

the HTML document to localized objects. During a pre-rendering operation of the HTML 
document (e.g., when the HTML document is initially loaded by a browser), the 
placeholder val.ues in the HTML document are replaced with localized objects based on 
the name-value pairs in the global.js reference file, as provided by a block 158 
(paragraph block 0036), which meet the limitation of providing the page localization 
manager comprises providing a layout mapping that identifies a locale-version of 
a layout for the requested page from a plurality of localized layouts. 

17. Regarding dependent claim 14, Parasnis et al. teach that as with the 
lobby.htm, 1_status.htm includes JavaScript to link placeholder values in 1_status.htm 
with localized values through the use of global.js. In particular, lines 60-61 of 
Lstatus.htm reference a placeholder value that is replaced with a corresponding value 
as defined in a line 23 of global.js (English). In a similar manner with respect to German 
lobby page 100' (see FIG. 6), the placeholder value in 1_status.htm is replaced as 
defined in a line 23 of global.js (German) (paragraph block 0047), which meet the 
limitation of providing the layout mapping comprises supporting a localized 
navigation framework for the requested page. 

18. Regarding dependent claim 17, Parasnis et al. teach that a persistent storage 
device, coupled to the processor and the memory, on which one or more sets of 
localized objects are stored (paragraph block 0012), which meet the limitation of the 
means for selecting comprises means for storing the localized version. 
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19. Regarding dependent claim 21, the claim incorporates substantially similar 
subject matter as claim 2, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

20. Regarding dependent claim 22, the claim incorporates substantially similar 
subject matter as claim 3, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

21 . Regarding dependent claim 23, the claim incorporates substantially similar 
subject matter as claim 13, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nathan Hillery whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4091. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F, 10:30 a.m. - 7:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather R. Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 



Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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